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DETAILED ACTION 

Drawings 

1 . The drawings are objected to under 37 CFR 1 .83(a). The drawings must show 
every feature of the invention specified in the claims. Therefore, the stand of claim 5 
and the non-return valve of claim 6 must be shown or the feature(s) canceled from the 
claim(s). No new matter should be entered. 

Corrected drawing sheets in compliance with 37 CFR 1.121(d) are required in 
reply to the Office action to avoid abandonment of the application. Any amended 
replacement drawing sheet should include all of the figures appearing on the immediate 
prior version of the sheet, even if only one figure is being amended. The figure or figure 
number of an amended drawing should not be labeled as "amended." If a drawing figure 
is to be canceled, the appropriate figure must be removed from the replacement sheet, 
and where necessary, the remaining figures must be renumbered and appropriate 
changes made to the brief description of the several views of the drawings for 
consistency. Additional replacement sheets may be necessary to show the renumbering 
of the remaining figures. Each drawing sheet submitted after the filing date of an 
application must be labeled in the top margin as either "Replacement Sheet" or "New 
Sheet" pursuant to 37 CFR 1.121(d). If the changes are not accepted by the examiner, 
the applicant will be notified and informed of any required corrective action in the next 
Office action. The objection to the drawings will not be held in abeyance. 
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Specification 

2. The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: on page 3, 
line 16 the word "undesible" appears to be a misspelling of "undesirable." Appropriate 
correction is required. 

3. Claims 3, 7 and 9 are objected to because of the following informalities: in line 2 
of claim 2, in lines 4 and 5 of claim 7 and in line 5 of claim 9, "fluidtight" should be "fluid- 
tight". Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

4. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S. C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

5. Claims 1-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

a. Regarding claims 1-12, the phrase "in particular, tyres" in claims 1 and 7 
render the claims indefinite because it is unclear whether the limitations following 
the phrase are part of the claimed invention. See MPEP § 2173.05(d). 

b. Claim 9 recites the limitation "said rod" in line 4. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. It appears to the examiner that 
claim 7 should depend from claim 4 rather than claim 1 to provide proper 
antecedent basis for this limitation. 
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c. Claim 1 0 recites the limitation "a kit as claimed in claim 1 " in line 1 . There 
is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. Claim 1 does not 
claim a kit and it appears to the examiner that claim 10 should depend from claim 
7 rather than claim 1. 

d. The phrase "or vice versa" in claims 4 and 9 render the claims indefinite 
because it is unclear what limitations are to be reversed. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

7. Claims 1 and 5-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over US Patent Application Publication 2003/0056851 to Eriksen et al. (Eriksen). 

Regarding claim 1 , Eriksen discloses a container for sealing liquid for repairing 
inflatable articles (abstract) comprising a vessel (3) having an opening (opening shown 
in Figs. 10-15) and closing means (sealing 38 and plunger 46'), characterized in that 
said closing means comprise a valve device having an inlet (bores 59) connectable to a 
compressed-air feed line (via channel 29, see Figs. 13-15), and an outlet (opening 
shown in Fig. 14 whereby sealing liquid can flow from the container and into channel 
30) for dispensing the sealing liquid. Eriksen further discloses said valve device (18) 
comprising at least one control member (plunger 46') movable, in response to 
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pressurization of said feed line ([0114] and Figs. 13-15), from a closed position closing 
said valve device and wherein said inlet and said outlet are closed by said control 
member (shown in Fig. 13), to an open position wherein said inlet and said outlet 
communicate with the inside of said container (shown in Figs. 14-15). Eriksen discloses 
the claimed invention except for said closing means is integrated in said container and 
housed into said opening. It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the 
art at the time the invention was made to integrate the closing means into the opening 
of the container rather than into the dispensing device, since it has been held that a 
mere reversal of the essential working parts of a device involves only routine skill in the 
art. In re Einstein, 8 USPQ 167. 

Regarding claim 5, Eriksen discloses a stand (Figs. 10-15 show the container 3 
held by a stand). 

Regarding claim 6, Eriksen discloses a non-return valve (61). 

Regarding claim 7, Eriksen discloses a kit for repairing inflatable articles 
(abstract) comprising a container as claimed by claim 1 and a dispenser unit (pneumatic 
cylinder 41 ) detachably connectable to said container (by threads on dispenser unit and 
container, see Figs. 13-15) and having an inlet fitting (fitting connected to channel 29) 
connected in fluid-tight manner to said inlet (see Figs. 1 3-1 5) of said valve device and 
an outlet fitting (fitting connected to channel 30) connected in fluid-tight manner to said 
outlet (see Figs. 13-15) of said valve device. 
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Regarding claim 8, Eriksen discloses that said dispenser unit screws onto a 
threaded neck of said container (see the threaded connection between the container 
and dispensing device in Figs. 13-15). 

Regarding claim 9, Eriksen discloses that said dispenser unit comprises a cavity 
housing said container neck (see Figs. 13-15); said inlet and outlet fittings 
communicating with a bottom portion of said cavity (see Figs. 13-15) via an axial conduit 
(56') and a transverse conduit (29); and a rod (57) cooperating at the end in fluid-tight 
manner with an annular portion of a bottom wall (49) of said cavity surrounding said 
axial conduit (Figs. 13-15). 

Regarding claimslO and 11, Eriksen discloses a casing ([0061]) housing a 
compressor assembly (2) and having a seat for housing said container and said 
dispenser unit (see the case having a seat in Figs. 7-12), wherein said seat comprises a 
base portion (Figs. 7-12) having fastening means for securing said dispenser unit stably 
but detachably (Figs. 1 0-1 2 show screws as the fastening means). 

Regarding claim 12, Eriksen does not disclose the fastening means comprising a 
bayonet connection. However, bayonet connections are known in the art as equivalent 
fastening means to screws. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
at the time of invention to replace the screws of Eriksen with a bayonet connection as 
known equivalents for fastening. 

8. Claims 2 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Eriksen 
in view of US Patent 4,765,367 to Scott (Scott). 
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Regarding claim 2, Eriksen does not disclose elastic means for keeping said 
control member stably in said closed position in the absence of pressure to said inlet. 
Scott teaches a container for sealing fluid for repairing inflatable articles (abstract) 
including a valve (28) having a spring (44) to bias the valve to a closed position. It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill at the time of invention to have 
included a spring according to the teachings of Scott in the valve of Eriksen to bias the 
valve to a closed position. 



Allowable Subject Matter 

9. Claims 3 and 4 would be allowable if rewritten to overcome the rejection(s) under 
35 U.S.C. 112, 2nd paragraph, set forth in this Office action and to include all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

1 0. The following is a statement of reasons for the indication of allowable subject 
matter: the prior art does not disclose nor render obvious a container for sealing liquid 
for repairing inflatable article as specified in claim 2 wherein said valve device 
comprises a body having at least one first hole and at least one second hole axially 
spaced apart and communicating with the inside of the container, said inlet and said 
outlet being defined by axial passages of said body, said control member being defined 
by a slide which slides axially in said body and has sealing means for isolating said first 
hole from said inlet and form said outlet in the close position and for isolating said first 
hole form said outlet and said second hole from said inlet in the open position. 
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Conclusion 

1 1 . The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

12. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to NICOLAS A. ARNETT whose telephone number is 
(571)270-5062. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday 7:30 AM to 
3:30 PM EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Greg Huson can be reached on (571) 272-4887. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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If you would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or 
access to the automated information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) 
or 571-272-1000. 

NAA 



/Timothy L Maust/ 

for Gregory Huson, SPE of Art Unit 3751 



